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request by serving the HTML document containing the inline 
reference to the stored textual content in the image format, 
wherein the reply does not include the textual content in the 
image format . " 

Troyansky teaches a system and method tor providing 
uniquely mar Red copies of. data content via digital watermarks 
(see Abstract and paragraph [0124];. Troy an sky does not teach 
or suggest, "generating an HTML document containing an inline 
reference to the stored textual content in the image format 
for retrieval and dynamic assembly by the client" as claimed in 
Claim 16 (emphasis added; . Troyansky teaches a content 
processor that forms the sets of marked segments prior to 
distribution of the data content (see paragraph [0114]), 
Troyansky does not teach or suggest generating an HTML document 
containing an. inline reference to the stored textual content 
in the image format, as claimed in claim it. The assembly of 
-~"iu 1=1 ^ i y ^.mriLi hj , tci\ti - no inline reference is 
taught as the client does not perform assembly. Therefore, 
Troyansky does not teach or suggest, "generating an HTML 
document containing an inline reference to the stored textual 
content in the image format", essentially as claimed in Claim 
16. Therefore, Troyansky falls to teach or suggest ail the 
limitations of Claim 16. 
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claimed, invention. 

Takashi roaence i svslcs: ani sctW; for searching for a 
mark in an image; the mark is embedded by a server in a Web 
page created by the server such that the mark is difficult to 
perceive by a human (see Abstract and paragraph 10007]}, 
Takashi does not teach or suggest, "generating an HTML 
document containing an inline reference to the stored textual 
content in the image format" as claimed in Claim 16. Takashi 
teaches that information is transmitted to a client with a 
mark image embedded therein; the server creates the Web page 



for the client, (see paragraph. ;0022j). Takashi' s method of 
creating marked information is performed by a server. A client 
of Takashi does not assemble a Web page. Thus, Takashi does 
not teach or suggest, "generating an HTML document containing 
an inline reference to the stored textual content in the image 
format" as claimed in Claim 16. Therefore, Takashi fails to 
cure the deficiencies of Tr cyans ky . 

Lemay teaches a web page including an image [see page 111) . 
Leiaay does not teach or suggest/ "generating an HTML document 
containing an inline reference to the stored textual content 
in. the image format" as claimed in Claim. 16. Lemay merely 
teaches a basic layout of a web page. Lemay does not teach an 
inline reference to stored textual content in an image format, 
essentially as claimed in Claim 16. Therefore, Lemay fails to 
cure the deficiencies of Troyansky and Takashi . 

Tt v' i ~c .M- v -a for remotely editing text files on 

a remote Internet server Csee Abstract) . Truong does not teach 
or suggest/ "generating an HTML document containing an inline 
reference to the stored textual content in the image format" 
as claimed in Claim 16, Truong teaches editing a text file 
stored on a server and served as a complete assembled Web page 
(see element 106 of Figure 3B> , Truong does not teach or suggest 
an inline reference to stored textual content in an image 
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defined as "playback" (see paragraph [00213)/ which is 
M rendering to the user" (see paragraph [0024]}. Accordingly, the 
portions of paragraph [0094] that refer to placing an image in a 
web page at "render time" are preformed by the server and not 
the client, which is consistent with the rest of the disclosure 
of Levy. 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's comments in the 
Response to Arguments at page 8 of the Office Action, wherein 
the Examiner suggests that because the web page containing the 
image is displayed by the client after it is served by the 
server that the web page is rendered at the client not the 
server. However, the explicit disclosure of Levy teaches that 
the page is rendered by and at the server and displayed by the 
client (see Abstract - "upon rendering rather than receipt") - 
the word "render" is not synonymous with "display. " To render 
means to merely cause to be or provide - by which Levy teaches 
that a web page is rendered by the server and displayed by the 
client. 

Therefore, Levy fails to cure the deficiencies of 
II9vans_by, Takashi., h&n&l* anci Truong. 

Therefore, the combined teachings of Troya.nsk.y, Takashi, 
Leraay , Truong and Leyy fail to teach or suggest, "generating an 
HTML document containing an inline reference to the stored 
1 t - * j < t h- t < - " tel i 

10 



Applicants also note, that In general, the Troyansky, 
Takasni/ and Levy seem to foe concerned with watermarks . 
Watermarks introduce information that is difficult to detect. 
The claimed invention is directed to "converting electronically 
encoded HTML textual content from a text format to an image 
format . " None of the cited references teach o.r suggest the. 
conversion of textual content. .Troyansky is exemplary in this 
respect; Troyansky removes and deletes content to make room Tor 
the watermark, see for example, paragraph 100031 wherein 
Troyansky states that steganogr aphy generally works by replacing 
parts of the information in digital files with different 
informal von. VwriciicL., * zi l;rc^ m i ,^ c c ^ or 

suggest converting electronically encoded HTML textual content 

The combination of Troyansky, Takashi, Lemay, Truonq and Levy 
fails to teach or suggest the claimed conversion. 

Claims 17-20 and 32-34 depend from Claim 16. The dependent 
claims are believed to be allowable for at least the reasons 
given for Claim 16, Claim 18 has been cancelled. 

At least Claim 32 is believed to be allowable for 
additional reasons. 

Claim 32 claims, "the content creation preference 
specifies attributes of the textual content in image format." 
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preference specifies attributes of the textual content in 
iir fvi *t" as claimed in Claim 32. 

he- jk n^d teachings of Troyanaky, Troyansky, Leraay, 
It < ~> ^n ■< T cu c ;:;ch ^ su^-nat, "content creation 
pr^ttrc -2 specifies attributes of the textual content in 
iir c~ t u t" as claimed in Claim 32. Therefore, Claim 32 is 
be *- ^ v N ^ t- n condition for allowance. 



The Examiner' s reconsideration, of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 



Claim 24 depends from Claim 16. Claim 24 is believed to be 
allowable for at least the reasons given for Claim 16. The 
examiner's reconsideration of the rejection is respectfully 



For the forgoing reasons, the application, including Claims 
16, 17, 19-21, 24, and 32-34 , is believed to be in condition for 
allowance. Early and favorable reconsideration of the case is 
respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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